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May 3, 1968 


Mr. Hermann Deutsoh 

New Orleans States-Item 

New Orleans, Louisiana 70100 


Dear Mr. Deutscht 

Having missed your Deoember 22, 1967* column and Just gotten It In 
the mall, I must acknowledge missing only a disappointment because 
Its dishonesty Is as apparent as Its bias. 

You know very well the purpose of my call was not to tell you I was 
the "viotim of a conspiracy” but to charge you with your personal 
responsibility In the proliferation of nonbooks, a rather good and 
then current oolumn. 

Of course, your paper and you are not biased, not partisan, devoted 
only to legitimate news. Therefore, last year, when Carlos Bringuier 
filed a suit against me that was patently frivolous, this was news. 
When it was unceremoniously tossed out of court, it was not news. 

When Mr, Dymond charged me with being in a conspiracy to deny his 
olient his rights, that quite obviously was news. When Mr. Dymond, 
knowing from the moment of its conception, that he was lying, fld&ed 
to subpena me as a witness, although he subpenaed thirty, and thus 
made clear that he was hiding behind the robes of the court to libel 
me, that quite naturally was not news. 

Now Carlos Bringuier has, as he can by the simple paying of a deposit, 
filed precisely the same entirely invalid suit as part of an open 
blaokmail designed to keep me out of New Orleans and thus terminate 
my Investigations, that again becomes news. What is normal in papers 
of even moderate dishonesty is a telephone call to the aooused. Your 
paper consistently is silent. 

Now, it is not beoausa you are unaware of the kind of cheap operation 
that is involved here because when Bringuier hired a United States 
Marshal to serve Xerox copies of the suit already thrown out of court 
on me when I was in New Orleans ^iitlMarch,’ he carefully sought out your 
court reporter who declined to print the story beoause it had no 
validity. 

Now, the most casual reading of what WHITEWASH says about Bringuier, 
to even an apprentice cub reporter, disoloses that it is totally im- 
mune from any suit beoause it is a quotation of testimony. But it is 
sufficient f or Ihe people of New Orleans for their reporters, from oubs 
to seniors, to pontificatet Why conoern ourselves with the nasty 
details? The President is safely dead, anyway, isn't he? 

I recognize writing you lays me as open to your venom, blindness and 
prejudice as trying to talk to you already has done, but at least be- 
tween you and me, sir, there will be a reoord. 

Sinoerely, 


Harold Weisberg 


